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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is in response to amendment filed on 7/02/07 in which claims 1-19 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-19 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States. and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2, 6, 8-9, 13 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Application NO. 2006/0200444 to Bracho et al. 

a. As per claims 1, Bracho et al teaches a method for restricting event subscriptions, 
wherein each event subscription subscribes to an event maintained by an event server, the 
method comprising: receiving, at a proxy associated with the event server {information broker) 
from a network entity {client) , a subscription message subscribing to the event (See page 
8,paragraph [0083]); determining whether the network entity is an authorized subscriber (See 
page 8, paragraph [0081-0084])); and forwarding the subscription message to the event server if 
the network entity is an authorized subscriber (See page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]). 
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b. As per claim 8, Bracho et al teaches a system for restricting event subscriptions, the 
system comprising: an event server capable of maintaining at least one event (See page 5, 
paragraph [0058], event producing resources); a network entity capable of sending a subscription 
message subscribing to the event (See page 6, paragraph [0061], a broker client must have 
entered a corresponding subscription with an information broker); a proxy associated with the 
event server, and coupled between the event server and the network entity (See page 6, 
paragraph [0061], information broker), wherein the proxy is capable of receiving the 
subscription message (See page 6, paragraph [0061]); and a filter capable of receiving the 
subscription message from the proxy (See page 7, paragraph [0068] and page 9, paragraph 
[0088]), and thereafter determining whether the network entity is an authorized subscriber (See 
page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]) wherein the proxy is capable of forwarding the subscription 
message to the event server if the network entity is an authorized subscriber (See page 6, 
paragraph [0065] and page 8, paragraph[0084-0085]). 

c. As per claim 15, Bracho et al teaches a filter for restricting event subscriptions, wherein 
each event subscription subscribes to an event maintained by an event server, the filter 
comprising: a database capable of storing a list of authorized subscribers (See page 8, paragraph 
[0084]); a processor capable of receiving, from a proxy associated with the event server, a 
subscription message from a network entity subscribing to the event, wherein the processor is 
capable of determining whether the network entity is an authorized subscriber based upon the list 
of authorized subscribers (See page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]).,), and wherein the processor is 
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capable of indicating to the proxy whether the network entity is an authorized subscriber such 
that the proxy can forward the subscription message to the event server if the network entity is an 
authorized subscriber (See page 6, paragraph [0065] and page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]) 

d. As per claims 2, 9 and 16, Bracho et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Bracho et al teaches wherein determining whether the network entity is an 
authorized subscriber comprises checking for a match of the network entity in a list of authorized 
subscribers, and wherein forwarding the subscription message comprises forwarding the 
subscription message if a match is located (See page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]). 

e. As per claims 6 and 13, Bracho et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Bracho et al teaches confirming reception of the subscription message, from the 
event server to the network entity, if a match is located and the subscription message is 
forwarded to the event server (See page 8, paragraph [0084-0085]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 3-5, 10-12 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Application No. 2006/0200444 to Bracho et al in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2002/0099829 to Richards et al. 

a. As per claims 3, 10 and 17, Bracho et al teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. However, Bracho et fails to teach teaches wherein checking for a match comprises 
checking for a match of a uniform resource identifier (URI) associated with the network entity 
with at least a partial URI in the list of authorized subscribers. 

Richards et al teaches wherein checking for a match comprises checking for a match of a 
uniform resource identifier (URI) associated with the network entity with at least a partial URI in 
the list of authorized subscribers (See page 10, paragraph [0140], page 13, paragraph [0175]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Richards et al in the claimed invention of Bracho et al in 
order to for the filter proxy to operate in such a manner as to handle many requests from same 
and of different types of rendering devices simultaneously (See page 4, paragraph [0028]). 

b. As per claims 4, 1 1 and 1 8, Bracho et al teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. Furthermore, Bracho et al teaches wherein the subscription message includes at least one 
of an event package description and an event type description, and wherein checking for a match 
further comprises checking for a match of at least one of the at least one of the event package 
description and the event type description in the subscription message with at least one of an 
event package description (See page 6, paragraph [0062-0065] and page 8, paragraph [0084- 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/60 1,805 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2141 

0085]. However, Bracho et al fails to teaches wherein an event type description associated with 
the at least a partial URI in the list of authorized subscribers. 

Richards et al teaches wherein an event type description associated with the at least a 
partial URI in the list of authorized subscribers (See page 9, paragraph [0131-0132]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Richards et al in the claimed invention of Bracho et al in 
order to for the filter proxy to operate in such a manner as to handle many requests from same 
and of different types of rendering devices simultaneously (See page 4, paragraph [0028]). 

c. As per claims 5, 12 and 19, Bracho et al teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. Furthermore, Bracho et al teaches sending a list of authorized subscribers to the proxy 
before receiving the subscription message (See page 8, paragraph [0084]) wherein the list of 
authorized subscribers identifies the event server and at least one authorized subscriber (See page 
8 paragraph [0084]). However, Bracho et al fails to teach wherein at least one authorized 
subscriber is identified by at least one of a uniform resource identifier (URI) associated with the 
at least one authorized subscriber, an event package description associated with a subscription 
message, and an event type description associated with a subscription message. 

Richards et al teaches wherein at least one authorized subscriber is identified by at least 
one of a uniform resource identifier (URI) associated with the at least one authorized subscriber 
(See page 12, paragraph [0164]), an event package description associated with a subscription 
message, and an event type description associated with a subscription message (See page 9, 
paragraph [0131-0134]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/601,805 Page 7 

Art 'Unit: 2141 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Richards et al in the claimed invention of Bracho et al in 
order to for the filter proxy to operate in such a manner as to handle many requests from same 
and of different types of rendering devices simultaneously (See page 4, paragraph [0028]). 

7. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Application No. 2006/0200444 to Bracho et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2004/0133641 to McKinnon et al. 

a. As per claims 7 and 14, Richards et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Martin fails to teach receiving a subscription message comprises receiving, at a 
session initiation protocol (SIP) proxy, a subscription message comprising a SIP SUBSCRIBE 
message, and wherein forwarding the subscription message comprises forwarding the SIP 
SUBSCRIBE message to the event server comprising a SIP event server. 

McKinnon et al teaches receiving a subscription message comprises receiving, at a 
session initiation protocol (SIP) proxy, a subscription message comprising a SIP SUBSCRIBE 
message, and wherein forwarding the subscription message comprises forwarding the SIP 
SUBSCRIBE message to the event server comprising a SIP event server (See page 3, paragraph 
[0027], [0031]) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of McKinnon et al in the claimed invention of Richards et 
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al in order to facilitate media sessions and update participating devices of state changes (See 
page 1, paragraph [0004]). 



examiner should be directed to Djenane M. Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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